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6 DATA CERTIFICATION CHECKLIST 

The following information is included or otherwise addressed in this Decision Document. 

• A summary ofthe characterization of MEC hazards at the Western Range Area D MRS. 

• Current and reasonably anticipated future land use assumptions for the site. 

• Key facto rs that led to the selection of a combination of focused surface and subsurface 

clearances, and LUCs as the remedy for the Western Range Area D MRS. 

• Estimated costs related to the selected remedy. 

• How source materials constituting principal threats will be addressed. 

Information on chemicals of concern (COCs) and their respective concentrations, associated baseline risk, 

and established cleanup levels is not included because the baseline risk assessment determined there are 

no unacceptable risks to human health or the environment due to potential exposure to MC at the 

Western Range Area D MRS (EOTI, 2014). 

7 AUTHORIZING SIGNATURE 

This Decision Document presents the selected response action at the Western Range Area D MRS, Camp 

Maxey, Lamar County, Texas. The USACE is the lead agency under the DERP at the Camp Maxey FUDS, 

and has developed this Decision Document consistent with the CERCLA, as amended, and the NCP. This 

Decision Document will be incorporated into the larger Administrative Record file for Camp Maxey, which 

is available for public view at Paris Public Library, 326 S. Main Street, Paris, Texas 75460. This document, 

presenting a selected remedy with a present worth cost estimate of $7,367,000, is approved by the 

undersigned, pursuant to Memorandum, CEMP-CED (200-1a), July 29, 2016, subject: Redelegation of 

Assignment of Mission Execution Functions Associated with Department of Defense Lead Agent 

Responsibilities for the Formerly Used Defense Sites Program, Engineer Regulation 200-3-1, FUDS Program 

Policy and to the Memorandum, CEMP (1200C PERM) February 9, 2017, subject: Interim Guidance 

Document for the Formerly Used Defense Sites {FUDS} Decision Document {DO} Staffing and Approval. 

KARENJ~~ 
Chief, Environmental Division 

Directorate of Military Programs 

September 2017 
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Proof Of Publication 
The Paris News • f.O. Box 1078 • Paris, Te.xas 75461 

STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF LAMAR 
Before me, the undersigned authority, on this 
day personally appeared Relan Walker known to 
me, who beiJ1g by me duly sworn on her oath 
deposes and says that she is the Business 
Manager of THE PARJS NEWS. a newspaper 
published in Paris, Lamar Cotmty, Texas and that 
a copy of the within citation was published in 
said newspaper THE PARIS NEWS, such 
publication being on the following dates: 

June 17,2014 

and a ne\'VSpaper copy of this is hereto attached. 

Relan Walker 

STATE OF TEXAS 
COUNTY OF LAMAR 
Before me, Cindy McGee, a notary public, on this 
day personally appeared Relan Walker, known to 
me to be the person whose name is subscribed to 
the foregoing instrun1ent and acknowledged to me 
that she executed the same for purposes and 
consideration therein expressed. 
Given under my hand and seal of office. 
This .l13 day of .:G tj I e , A.D.&ul:j_. 

/~ . Lj;[cJ: . ~.,,'b_~_ 

Cindy McGee 

&CINDY McGEE 
NOTARYPU8UC 
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PUBUC M.Et:TlNG: . ' 
JUM 24,2014 

at 7:00PM 

The u. s. Atmy CorP? 
cil E.t\Qinee<S will hold 
a pu~lc meeting to 
explain rha Proposed 
Plan and thO alterna
tives presented in the 
Foastblnty , StUdy for 
lh~t l'ormer, Camp • 
Maxey. Verbal and 
wr1tt00 commefl ts wiN I 
bo accepted d~tlng 
the. meeting. ~ Tha 
meeting wlll be beld 
aHhe HolidaY Inn Ex· 
press. 3025 f..IE: Loop 

::~:::::~1 
PERIOD: · 

June17·- JUly 1r· 
2014 

'( ~":~ 

USACE will accept 
.,~iten comments on 

' the Proposed Plan 
duMng lila comment· 
pe<iod. Wi\tten com

, ment$ may~~ 10! 

USACE, Fort Wortll 
Dlsltict 
ATTN: Ms. Sarah 

· Otto .: 
819 :Taylo(~st;ee~ 
Rocim~S , • 
Fori Worth, Texas , 
'76102 · .'· I 

Comments must be 
poslmarked ·no later 1 
lhanJuly 17.2014. 

' ADMINISTRATIVE • 
RECORD: 

' For more infolrnalloh· 
on the site, see ll\e 
Adminlstrall\le Record 
81 the: '. 

Paris Public library l. . 
.:120 a. Ml!n G!fHI 
Pari$, Texas 7S480 
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